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5.  Significant archaeological and historic resources shall be permanently preserved 
for scientific study, education and public observation. When the City determines 
that a site has significant archaeological, cultural, scientific or historical value 
based upon consultations with the State Office of Archaeology and Historic 
Preservation and the Tulalip Tribes, a substantial development permit shall not be 
issued which would pose a threat to the site.  The City may require that 
development be postponed in such areas to allow investigation of or public 
acquisition and/or retrieval and preservation of significant artifacts. 
 
6.  Archaeological sites located both in and outside the shoreline jurisdiction are 
subject to RCW 27-44 (Indian Graves and Records) and RCW 27-53 
(Archaeological Sites and Records) and shall comply with WAC 25-48, as well as 
the provisions of this master program. 
 
7.  Access to identified historical or archaeological resources shall be designed and 
managed so as to give maximum protection to the resource and surrounding 
environment. 
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3.6  Flood Hazard Reduction Element 
 
Flood hazard reduction measures are actions taken to prevent and/or reduce adverse 
impacts caused by current flooding, wake or wave action.  Structural flood hazard 
reduction measures include, but are not limited to, dikes, levees, revetments, floodwalls, 
elevation of structures, biotechnical measures, and channel realignment.  Nonstructural 
measures include planning and zoning requirements, such as setbacks, wetland 
restoration, dike removal, use relocation, and stormwater management programs.  
Structural flood hazard reduction measures such as diking can reduce inundation in a 
portion of the watershed, but can also intensify flooding elsewhere.  Flood hazard 
reduction measures can also damage ecological functions crucial to fish and wildlife 
species, bank stability, and water quality.  Measures, such as those that modify littoral 
drift, can result in impacts beyond the project boundaries.  
 
Exemptions.   The Shoreline Management Act exempts from the requirement to obtain a 
Substantial Development Permit the normal maintenance and repair of existing shoreline 
stabilization and flood protection works and emergency construction necessary to protect 
property from damage by the elements.  The Act also exempts the operation and 
maintenance of dikes, ditches, drains or other facilities existing as of September, 1975, 
which were created, developed or utilized as part of an agricultural drainage or diking 
system.  Although these structures are exempt from obtaining a Substantial Development 
Permit, compliance with all other prohibitions, regulations and development standards of 
this chapter is still required. 
 
Incorporation by Reference 
 
Consistent with WAC 173-26-190 the City hereby incorporates into the Shoreline Master 
Program the Floodplain Overlay Districts and Regulations (EMC 19.30) in effect as of 
August 13, 2005. (Ordinance 2857-05 and Ordinance 3053-08, effective 12/24/09) 
 
The following goals, objectives, policies and regulations are in addition to those 
incorporated above. 
 
Goal 
 
To prevent or minimize flood damage while protecting shoreline ecological functions and 
ecosystem-wide processes. 
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Objectives 
 
1.  Discourage new development in shoreline areas that would be harmed by flood 
conditions, or which would create or intensify flood hazard impacts on other 
properties. 
 
2.  Use existing regulations and other appropriate means to evaluate and prevent flood 
damages.   
 
3.  Update floodplain development regulations as needed to ensure compliance with 
FEMA standards. 
 
4.  Minimize impact to shoreline ecological functions and ecosystem-wide processes 
when flood protection measures are necessary to prevent flood damages. 
 
5.  Give preference to nonstructural flood hazard reduction measures over structural 
measures when feasible.   
 
Policies 
 
1. Flood  hazard  reduction planning should be undertaken in a coordinated manner 
among affected property owners and public agencies and should consider entire 
systems or sizable stretches of rivers, lakes or marine shorelines.  This planning 
should consider the off-site erosion, accretion or flood damage that might occur as 
a result of stabilization or protection structures or activities.   
 
2. Flood  hazard  reduction structures should be located, designed, constructed and 
maintained to not significantly impact ecological functions or ecosystem-wide 
processes. 
 
3.  Nonstructural flood control solutions should be used wherever feasible, including 
limiting development in historically flood-prone areas, regulating structural 
design, and encouraging dike breach projects in appropriate locations.  Structural 
solutions to reduce shoreline damage should be allowed only after it is 
demonstrated that nonstructural solutions would not provide equal damage 
reduction, while still achieving the project purpose.  Shoreline modifications for 
flood hazard reduction should comply with the Shoreline Modification 
requirements in Section 6. 
 
4.  Substantial stream channel direction modification, realignment and straightening 
should be prohibited, unless proposed as part of an ecosystem restoration project.   
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Regulations 
 
1.  Structural flood hazard reduction activities must be in support of an allowable 
shoreline use that is in conformance with the provisions of this master program.   
 
2.  All development in the Flood Fringe and Floodway overlay zones shall comply 
with EMC 19.30, as applicable.  In addition, all development located downriver 
from SR 529, shall be floodproofed in accordance with the provisions in EMC 
19.30.040C, as applicable.   
 
3.  Structural flood hazard reduction activities must comply with the requirements for 
Shoreline Modification Activities in Section 6 of this SMP. 
 
4.  Structural flood hazard reduction measures shall only be permitted when 
nonstructural measures are not feasible.  When structural flood hazard reduction 
measures are permitted, all impacts to the existing shoreline functions and priority 
species and habitats shall be mitigated to the extent feasible.  
 
5.  All new structural flood hazard reduction measures and improvements to existing 
structures shall include measures to restore ecological functions whenever 
feasible. 
 
6.  Many of the 2001 SEWIP assessment units designated Aquatic Conservancy in 
Section 4 of this SMP as well as the aquatic area west of Smith Island (AU 3.05) 
received high rankings partially due to high quality marsh edge and/or riparian 
vegetation along dikes adjacent to the aquatic areas.  Where structural flood 
hazard reduction measures are needed to protect development inland from these 
dikes, when feasible, new dikes or other stabilization structures shall be 
constructed inland of the existing dikes, and the high quality vegetation shall be 
preserved and enhanced along the existing dike.  
 
7.  New structural flood hazard reduction measures shall be placed landward of the 
channel migration zone, except  
a)   when necessary to accommodate development allowed under this Shoreline 
Master Program, where existing structures prevent active channel 
movement;   
b)  when necessary to accommodate actions that protect or restore ecological 
functions or ecosystem-wide processes, such as wetland restoration;  
c)  bridges, utility lines, and other public utility and transportation structures 
where no other feasible alternative exists; 
d)   repair and maintenance of an existing legal use, provided that such actions 
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e)  development on a previously altered site where it is demonstrated that the development 
returns ecological functions and processes of the applicable section of the watershed or 
drift cell to a more natural condition; 
f)   development consistent with a management plan approved by the department of ecology 
that is directed toward protecting and restoring ecological functions and ecosystem-wide 
processes; 
g)  modifications to or additions to an existing legal use, provided that channel migration is 
not further limited and that the new development includes appropriate ecological 
restoration;  
h)  existing and ongoing agricultural practices, provided that no new restrictions to channel 
movement occur;  or 
i)   when the applicant demonstrates that no other alternative to reduce flood hazard to 
existing development is feasible.   
 
8.  River and stream channel direction modification, realignment and straightening shall be 
prohibited, unless proposed as part of an ecosystem restoration project. 
 
9.  All flood hazard reduction structures shall be constructed and maintained in a manner which does 
not degrade the quality of affected waters.  
 
10.  Removal of gravel for flood management purposes shall be prohibited unless associated with an 
ecosystem restoration project that does not result in significant ecological impacts to fish and 
wildlife.  Note that this does not apply to dredging projects that meet the requirements of Section 
6.4. 
 
11. Marshland  Subarea.   
a.  When flood protection structures in the Marshland Subarea are rebuilt, or undergo major 
renovation, best available fish passage technology must be incorporated when feasible. 
b)  Relocation of structural flood protection measures in the Marshland Subarea for 
restoration purposes must be consistent with the Snohomish River Comprehensive Flood 
Control Management Plan, and coordinated with Snohomish County, the Marshland 
Flood Control District, the Coordinated Diking Council, Natural Resources Conservation 
Service, affected utilities and property owners. 
c)  Sufficient protections must be in place to ensure that properties outside the restoration 
areas continue to be protected from flooding to at least the extent they are protected under 
pre-restoration conditions. 
d)  Restoration projects must incorporate design features to preserve or improve drainage in 
areas outside restoration areas. 
e)  Dikes must be designed to ensure they will not impact utility operations or access.  Any 
dikes that would affect access to power lines or liquid petroleum product lines must be 
constructed to accommodate the expected access needs of the utility owner, including 
loading generated by typical utility vehicles.  Dikes should be designed to withstand 
water loading to be considered accessible.   
f)  Adequate access to adjacent agricultural fields must be maintained or provided. 
 
12.  New flood control structures such as dikes and levees shall dedicate and improve public access 
pathways unless public access improvements would result in a safety hazard to the public, 
inherent and unavoidable security problems, or significant ecological impacts. EVERETT SHORELINE MASTER PROGRAM 
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3.7  Public Access Element   
 
The public access element addresses the provision of shoreline access to the general 
public.  Shoreline public access is the ability of the public to reach, touch, and enjoy the 
water’s edge, to travel on the waters of the state, or to view the water and the shorelines 
from adjacent locations.  There are a variety of types of public access including picnic 
areas, pathways and trails, floats and docks, promenades, viewing towers, bridges, boat 
launches, street ends, ingress and egress, parking and others. 
 
Goals 
 
To achieve safe, convenient, and diversified access for the public to the shorelines of 
Everett. 
 
The first 100 years of Everett’s history, public access to shorelines was limited by 
industrial and railroad development.  Everett’s citizens have indicated that public access 
is among their highest priorities.  The goal of this section shall be to protect and maintain 
existing public access, to restore and reclaim public access, and to provide safe and 
meaningful public access, use and enjoyment of Everett’s shorelines. 
 
Objectives 
 
1.  Promote and enhance the public interest in access to waters held in public trust by 
the state while protecting private property rights and public safety. 
 
2.  To the greatest extent feasible, protect the public’s opportunity to enjoy the 
physical and aesthetic qualities of the shorelines of the state, including views of 
the water. 
 
3.  Protect and, as appropriate, seek to enhance existing public access including 
expansion of trails, trail networks, and substantial public viewing areas. 
 
4.  Regulate the design, construction, and operation of permitted uses in the 
shorelines of the state to minimize any interference with the public’s use of the 
water. 
 
5.  Develop (a) citywide public access plan(s) that identifies(y) potential shoreline 
public access projects, such as park acquisition and development; observation and 
view points; interpretive displays for areas of significant historic, cultural, 
educational, or scientific value; trails, including trails connecting public access 
areas; and other appropriate means of providing public access to the shoreline.  
The plan(s) should include a list of public access improvements and design. 